
JohQ vu&y and SOM, xm. 
440 Fourth Avanw 
M8w York 16, #.I. 

Dear Mr. Polbmmrt 

-I mu& add, howaver, that Qerard’rr rtnisw and &m&r awn m~ord in 
print tkmmcr1var providr a etro~ kraentiw far w to proorcrd with our 
apwrograph, %a uympcdum, TV jwt5sp the kind of aomlurion with whiah 
Proferrmr &m&k?d apremed, f&St thacb wc~11 z&o operat%oMl di&incti.an 
b&mm rerrioua theories of dnyl re&~taace, mat have been either deficient 
orbh88ed hit8 repwsnt;afiiOn. (SSO 0~ 0rrtl.h ~rhapt~ 3 whtih cIomorn8 
thiu qwrrkion~ it is bad-d the wwy owe of oar disaumion. Whataver ~)n- 
oluarion a &8i investigator laap adopt, I think timat of ppur umpet6nt 
autbmith8 [for example Prdcrssor Magaer] ,muld agree that fhs distimtion 
bmtween t&we theorim i8 not o&y operatiiomii.~ possibh, but of tW%i.Od. 
importsme for the undemtsuriling of drug rmihazme, as well 88 for gumral 
biologic4 irqplirultilons). f &I& no orltidum of Profssmr kard, ho 
spsakr , 80 to speak, a8 a byatmder frOJs an&her dlsoiplim, but idc im 
precP~ bsc tatub he ~0uld be #d#k8&d t&&t we fad the MWMMSS~~ Of our 
Bin~prstiven writhg. In mug mspeota, he would typify the mrat alert 
but unfortunatdy pooreat Wommd elmmnt of our hoped-for mdimm . 


